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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Status 

1 . Claims 44-62 are pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

2. Claims 44-45, 48-49, 51, 53-54, 57-60 and 62 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Meeker (US pat. #5,742,034) in view of Siemens (US pat. #6,659,340) 

1) Regarding claims 44-45: 

a) Meeker discloses the claimed safe (10 of Fig. 1) comprising: a housing (Fig. 1); a door 
(12) moveably mounted to the housing; an electronic lock including a lock control circuit for 
selectively opening or locking the door (40 according to col. 3, line 10-25); and a control unit 
(“CPU”) operatively associated with the electronic lock for monitoring activities (including 
transactions performed with the electronic lock of claim 45) performed with the safe, (col. 3, line 
54 to col. 4, line 22, 35-39 and 47-52), the control unit comprising a communication interface for 
communication on a network, the control unit automatically transmitting information associated 
with the monitored activities to a user via the network (information communication through 
communication port 154 according to col. 4, lines 45-53, which communication/transmission is 
automatic since no manual intervention is involved); except: 

a) the claimed said network is an external network; 

b) specifying whether the control unit is a programmable control unit as claimed; 

c) that the control unit automatically transmitting said information responsive to select 
changes in status of the monitored activities. 
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However, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
claimed invention that the control unit in Meeker can be implemented using either a fixed- 
configuration or programmable type control unit to perform its intended function/operation in the 
system, and wherein a programmable control unit can be specifically chosen as a general purpose 
control unit to be programmed for its intended function/operation at a later stage or reconfigured 
when changes are needed. 

Furthermore, Siemens teaches the known monitoring of status of a lock of a safe 
remotely (for security and tamper detection purposes) by automatically (no user intervention) 
communicating status information including lock status and status change information to a 
remote location responsive to select (non-specified by claim) changes in status of the monitored 
activities (lock status) through an external network (Abstract; col. 8, lines 42-59; col. 14, lines 4- 
10; col. 15, lines 53-65; col. 16, lines 8-15, 41-50; col. 16, line 61 to col. 17, line 1; col. 18, lines 
44-46; network controller 100). In view of the teachings by Meeker and Siemens, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the claimed invention to implement 
the remote monitoring using an external network such as taught by Siemens to allow users 
interested in the monitoring to be remotely located beyond the premise of the safes having locks 
in Meeker, and that transmitting monitored data to the remote monitoring station responsive to 
select changes in status of the monitored activities prevents unnecessary transmission of 
previously transmitted status and frivolous information in the status reports in Meeker. 

2) Regarding claim 48, Meeker and Siemens render obvious all of the claimed subject 
matter as in claim 44, including the claimed: wherein the control unit monitors transactions with 
the electronic lock over a period of time and records information related to said transactions that 
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identifies the type of transaction performed through the electronic lock, and the recorded 
information is transmitted over the communication interface (col. 3, line 60 to col. 4, line 53 of 
Meeker.) 

3) Regarding claim 49, Meeker and Siemens render obvious all of the claimed subject 
matter as in claim 48, including the claimed: wherein the control unit stores an audit trail of 
monitored transactions including security information associated with each monitored 
transaction (col. 4, lines 44-53 of Meeker.) 

4) Regarding claim 50, Meeker and Siemens render obvious all of the claimed subject 
matter as in claim 44, including the claimed: wherein the control unit comprises a programmed 
computer using a graphical user interface based operating system (20, 22, 24 of Fig. 1 and col. 2, 
lines 21-53 of Meeker which includes disclosure of a CPU and software.) 

4) Regarding claim 51, Meeker and Siemens render obvious all of the claimed subject 
matter as in claim 44, except: specifying the claimed modem. 

However, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
claimed invention to include a modem in the remote communication system through an external 
network of Meeker and Siemens so that information communication can be implemented in the 
form of modulated/demodulated data for secure and reliable communication of such information 
as well known in the art. 

5) Regarding claims 53 and 57-58, Meeker and Siemens render obvious all of the claimed 
subject matter as in the consideration of claims 44, 48 and 49, respectively. 

6) Regarding claim 54, Meeker and Siemens render obvious all of the claimed subject 
matter as in claim 53, plus the consideration of claim 45. 
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7) Regarding claim 59, Meeker and Siemens render obvious all of the claimed subject 
matter as in claim 53, plus the consideration of claim 50. 

8) Regarding claim 60, Meeker and Siemens render obvious all of the claimed subject 
matter as in claim 53, plus the consideration of claim 51. 

9) Regarding claim 62, Meeker and Siemens render obvious all of the claimed subject 
matter as in claim 53, including: 

—the claimed wherein the control unit selectively marks the recorded security information 
in response to the occurrence of at least one specific transaction (“date”, “time”, “nature”, 
“tampering”, “transaction numbers” selective indications/marks according to col. 4, lines 41-43 
and col. 3, line 65 to col. 4, line 3 of Meeker.) 

3. Claims 46 and 55 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Meeker 
in view of Siemens and Wagner (US pat. #3,878,51 1). 

1) Regarding claim 46, Meeker and Siemens render obvious all of the claimed subject 
matter as in claim 44, except: the claimed wherein the electronic lock comprises a duress sensor 
and the control unit transmits indication of a duress condition determined by the duress sensor. 

Meeker’s safe includes monitoring and reporting by transmission of a security condition 
in the form of tampering (col. 4, lines 1 and 15-16), while Wagner teaches a lockable safe which 
includes a duress sensor allowing an authorized person to summon help by transmission of the 
duress condition in case of emergency such as under the threat of a person intent on gaining 
unlawful access to the safe (col. 9, lines 35-51 and col. 11, lines 8-24). In view of the teachings 
by Meeker, Siemens and Wagner, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the claimed invention to include a duress sensor and indication transmission feature 
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as taught by Wagner in a safe monitoring and reporting system of Meeker and Siemens so that a 
duress condition can be monitored and reported to enhance the security and safety of the safe as 
well as the authorized personnel. 

2) Regarding claim 55, Meeker and Siemens render obvious all of the claimed subject 
matter as in claim 53, plus the consideration of claim 46 in view of Wagner. 

4. Claims 47 and 56 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Meeker 
in view of Siemens and Bentley (US pat. #6,529,723) 

1) Regarding claim 47, Meeker and Siemens render all of the claimed subject matter as in 
claim 44, except: the claimed wherein the control unit transmits information associated with the 
monitored activities to a user via the external network with an email notification. 

While Meeker and Siemens did not specify the type of notification format with the 
reporting/transmission of information associated with the monitored activities through the 
external network such as the Internet, Bentley teaches the known use of email as a way of 
notifying a user of the monitored activities including door lock activities (col. 3, line 53; col. 4, 
lines 48-53; col. 5, line 47.) In view of the teachings by Meeker, Siemens and Bentley, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the claimed invention to 
implement an email notification as taught by Bentley in a system such as taught by Meeker and 
Siemens as a convenient way of user notification based on user’s preference. 

2) Regarding claim 56, Meeker and Siemens render obvious all of the claimed subject 
matter as in claim 53, plus the consideration of claim 47 in view of Bentley. 

5. Claims 52 and 61 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Meeker 
in view of Siemens and Nishijima (US pat. #5,915,069) 
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1) Regarding claim 52, Meeker and Siemens render obvious all of the claimed subject 
matter as in claim 44, except: the claimed further comprising a video capture device operatively 
associated with the control unit for monitoring an external area proximate the safe, wherein the 
monitored activities comprise video information recorded by the control unit. 

In the same art of monitoring a safe, Nishijima teaches a video capture and recording 
system on a safe that is integrated with the safe’s transaction activity sensors such as door 
sensors and motion sensors for remote monitoring (Figs. 1 and 6; col. 3, lines 1-61.) 

In view of the teachings by Meeker, Siemens and Nishijima, it would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the claimed invention to include video monitoring 
as taught by Nishijima in the safe monitoring system of Meeker and Siemens so that video 
monitoring as well as video evidence can be included for detail analysis and evidence proof 
purposes. 

2) Regarding claim 61, Meeker and Siemens render obvious all of the claimed subject 
matter as in claim 53, plus the consideration of claim 52 in view of Nishijima. 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 44-62 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

1) Previous ground of rejection based on Takeshi has been withdrawn, due to the 
disqualification of Takeshi as prior art as indicated by Applicant. 

2) The claimed “external network” has been given its narrower interpretation 
commensurate with the specification disclosure and Applicant’s arguments. As a result the 
above new ground of rejection has been made using additional reference of Siemens. 
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3) The above rejection further addresses the claimed transmitting monitored lock data 
responsive to changes of the monitored activities as met by the combination of Meeker and 
Siemens. Furthermore, prompts on LCD screen 24 on the remote monitor to obtain a printed 
report does not mean that the electronic report that is made available to the remote monitor from 
the safe is not automatically generated. 

Conclusion 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Benjamin C. Lee whose telephone number is (571) 272-2963. 

The examiner can normally be reached on Mon -Thu 9:00Am-5:30Pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner’s 
supervisor, Daniel Wu can be reached on (571) 272-2964. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 

Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 

may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 

applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 

system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 

system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 

like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 

information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Benjamin C. Lee/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2612 




